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A court may have exclusive jurisdiction to adjudicate particular kinds of cases, | or its jurisdiction may be concurrent with 
the jurisdiction of another court.” In some courts, jurisdiction exists when there is a lack of exclusive jurisdiction elsewhere.” 


Generally, the grant of jurisdiction to one court does not, of itself, imply that this jurisdiction is to be exclusive. Although 
a state's circuit court's juvenile docket may have jurisdiction to enter an agreed paternity order where statutes provide that 
the circuit courts have original and concurrent jurisdiction in all civil cases, and the juvenile courts have exclusive original 


jurisdiction over paternity proceedings,” where a state juvenile court exercises original and exclusive jurisdiction over a 
grandmother's petition for permanent legal and physical custody of children in a proceeding, the family court division of the 


district court lacks concurrent jurisdiction over the petition for de facto custody of the grandchildren.° 


Generally, when the legislature intends to vest exclusive jurisdiction in a court or agency, it provides it by appropriate statutory 
language.’ However, a conflict between constitutional provisions and statutes which each purport to govern jurisdiction must 


be resolved in favor of constitutionality.® Moreover, in enacting a statute governing the probate court's general powers, the state 
legislature's intent to vest the probate court with concurrent jurisdiction with the superior court to try title to property in which 
a claim is made that said property is an asset of a trust, a decedent's estate, or any estate under the control of a conservator or 


guardian, does not give the probate court jurisdiction over the plaintiffs' action for specific performance.” 
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